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are two components to market resistance. One is discounted value and the
second is an extended marketing time. An inclusive component of stigma is the
future attempts to sell or finance the properties. An appraiser would be required
to comment on the condition or status if it's known. Should the appraiser not
report the condition and there is evidence of a problem, an appraiser may have
liability. In addition should a realtor list the property disclosure of the condition
would be required. In comparison the issue of soils damage is only truly come
to light in the last ten years or so. Property owners, builders, appraisers, and
other experts are now more aware of the components of value and what issues
may impact value. Regardless of the testimony heard should the buying public
perceive a health problem, real or not, there will be an impact on value. On the
overhead and on the chart that was handed out to you is a diagram of what
happens to property values when a detrimental condition occurs. There is no
correlation between value on the left hand side and time on the bottom side.
Point A is the unaffected value, point B is where the assessment begins of what
the detrimental condition is. Point C is where we begin to repair, if repair is
necessary, and then we begin to look at any on going costs if there is any on
going monitoring remediation and then finally we come to any market resistance.
Should approval occur for the tower the assessment stage will continue to go
on. This is identified under a permanent condition a chart of a permanent
condition that you have on your handout where property values will drop and
declined and they may continue that decline position until there is no concern by

the public. Once that occurs or the assessment is finalized property values could
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SHEEHAN: Your one slide on our community has the highest
levels of RF radiation in the nation. What is your source on that?

OLINGER: That's numerous sources from the FCC they have
quoted that to Al Hislop. And looking at just radiation levels in other
communities looking at the studies.

SHEEHAN: Maybe if someone could just kind of point me the
way to the exact piece of paper that shows me the source on that at some point
with the CARE group, | would appreciate that.

CARNEY: That was Jerry Uhlich of the FCC said it to Carol
Lomond and we have repeated it to the FCC and they have never denied it.
SHEEHAN: Well, | don't know if it's written, if it's written some

way or substantiated some place, | need that. | need that as factual record, |

guess for my basis of decision.

aTrson ]

S-O-N. I reside at 481 Crawford Street in Golden, that's Tripp Ranch right at the

Good evening, my name is Roger Mattson. M-A-T-T-

base of Lookout Mountain. | am an expert in radiation standards. But, | also
have a bias, so my residence is a bias, | also have 14 members of rﬁy family
living in § households living within about 5 miles of this mountain. So, that's my
bias now | will talk about what | know as an expert. | have spent my adult life in
nuclear safety and radiation protection. Half of my career with the federal
government with the federal regulatory agencies for Nuclear Safety and
Radiation Protection and the Atomic Energy Commission, the Nuclear

Regulatory Commission and the Environmental Protection Agency. For a period
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in 1980 and ‘81, | was the Director of EPA's non-ionizing radiation standards
activities. It is with that background that | would like to tell you that this isn't all
about money. And you can't get off that easily. Because, no public health
agency in America has stepped forward to address this problem. FCCis nota
public health agency and EPA has killed t's program in this area. The public
health decision has flown downhill and it's on your desk. And | would like to
illustrate why that is the case by showing you briefly the history of these
radiation standards in America and in the Soviet Union and then telling you what
the FCC and the EPA say today about their roll in this area. Quickly, to recount
what the standard is. You have heard the 200 micro-watt per square centimeter
referred to by a number of people and you heard one person say that, that's
really an over simplification. Mr. Hislop talked about how the standard goes up
as the frequency of broadcast is up. . That's very true, but it is convenient to talk
about two microwatts as a simple representative sample if you will, of the
standard. You have also heard no doubt that it's based entirely on thermal
effects, that is the cause of heating in tissues and organs of human bodies or
animals that have been subjected to this kind of radiation. To say it's based on
thermal effects only means that it takes no account of possible chronic or
stochastic effects including cancer that might be induced by long term low level
radiation of human beings. You should also bear in mind that the standards we
are going to talk about are all based on research that was complete basically by
1990. So, when you have heard the researchers earlier tonight say that there

has been a marked changed in the direction of the research and the results of
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the research in the last five years that means none of the standards take
account for these long term, low level effects that are now being disclosed.
Although people petitioned the Federal Communications Commission to include
sensitivities of the limiting members of the population when they picked the 200
micro-watts they chose not to. When people said you should include the non-
thermal effects that are available in the literature, they chose not to. It isn't that
they addressed them and found them wanting, they chose not to. When people
recommended to the FCC in the rule making to set the 200 micro-watts per
square centimeter, that they introduce the concept of ALARA that's applied in
every other radiation control activity everywhere in the world. FCC chose to
even ignore the comment and not respond to it. This is all in the literature of the
background of the developmeht of the Federal Communication Commission
standards. | would point out one more thing about those standards and that is
that they're not independently administered. Every other hazard that we are use
to dealing with either the FDA or OSHA or the Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
or EPA has an independent oversite of the promotional agency, what we have
with FCC is much like what we had with the Atomic Energy Commission prior to
1975, when the Congress split up the promotional and regulatory activities of the
Atomic Energy Commission. Finally something that is not on the slide but it's
clear to me tonight that people are misunderstanding it. Two hundred micro-
watts per square centimeter is not a safety limit. No federal agency has set it as
safe limit, it is a guideline used by FCC How do they use it? They use it to

decide when to require a particular applicant to do an environmental impact
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statement. The applicant can make a case that they are going to be below 200
to the effected public, they don't have to do any I.S. If they are over 200 then
the FCC regulations says they have to do an E.A., environmental assessment
and then the assumption would be that FCC would do any |.S. That's not the
same as a safety limit. FCC is not saying and has not defended 200 micro-watts
per square centimeter as safe. No one has declared it safe. It's really important
to understand this, it's a bureaucratic approach to how you implement the
National Environmental Policy Act. If you need more advice on understanding
that | am sure your attorney can help you understand that regulatory gimmick.
It's not a safety limit. Okay, let's look at where the standards came from
because they varied a Iot and | want to make the point that they are going to
continue to vary. In fact, | am going to quote the FCC for you, cause they are
going to tell you that they are going to continue to vary. The first that we knew
of when | was at EPA of the éoncern about RF was from the Navy and it had to
do with radar and it was in the early 50's. And it was when we were really
building up to fight the Soviet Union and they observed cataracts in dogs that
they exposed. They observed diseased workers that were exposed'when they
were working' right on the radar. And the Navy published a standard for workers
of 10,000 micro-watts per square centimeter. About the same time the Soviets
apparently had the same kind of problem and set a limit that was ten micro-watts
per square centimeter. A thousand times lower to protect the Soviet workers,
then we had set in our armed forces. In 1966 the Army requested the American

Standards Association, what we know today as ANSI to take a look across the
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Armed Services and give D.O.D some advice as to what the standard ought to
be. They looked and they affirmed the earlier value of 10,000. In 1971 there
was about a four or five year study concluded called Project Pandora, it was
fairly secret at the time. Where the Soviets had bombarded the Embassy in
Moscow with 10 to 15 micro-watts per square centimeter of RF radiation around
the clock. [t had been detected, people were worried about it, people in the
foreign services, especially that lived there and worked there. Project Pandora
for the government concluded that there was no need to change the standard.
Of course there were a lot of government people involved in that and as | said
probably secret in those days. In 1976 ANSI took a look again and again
affirmed the ten thousand micro-watts per square centimeter. Then in 1977 a
book was written in America as often happens, a man by the name of Brodeur,
wrote a book called the Zapping of America if | remember it’s title correctly. And
charged that there had been a cover up of these affects because of the large
investment by DOD in radar and that the government was covering up the
effects. Short time later there was a big outcry in the United States, people
wanted more done by the EPA, we had a program in those days, | was there in
‘80, there were three or four people working this program for the whole United
States, today | think there are none. In '79 the Soviets decided to set a standard
for the public not only their workers and it was one micro-watt per square
centimeter. To the best of my knowledge that is still what they use today. In ‘82
because of the response to the Brodeur book, ANSI looked again and dropped

the standard again by a factor of ten for workers. Notice that so far it's 1982 and
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nobody has set a standard for the public in the United States, it's only for
workers. In ‘85 the Federal Communications Commission adopted the ‘82 ANSI
standard and extended it to the public. So, by ‘85 our government finally
decided that it was impertant to address the Public Citizens. [n ‘86 the National
Council on Radiological Protection, the NCRP the prestigious group of scientific
gray beards in America that advises on all radiation standards, everybody
follows NCRP said it ought to be 200 micro-watts per square centimeter. A
thousand was okay for workers, but there ought to be two tiers, 200 for the
public. The American National Standards Institute, a fine organization based.
largely on industry standards often with government participation, | participated
in a number of ANSI standard efforts directed in RC's efforts in those regards for
years. They issued a somewhat different standard but for the frequencies we
are interested in for Lookout Mountain same level basically, 200 micro-watts per
square centimeter, for the public, two tiers another one for the workers. And
then ‘96 FCC looked backwards and said oh, well we might as well revise our
standards because NCRP and ANS! have revised theirs. They undertook a
public rule making, | have referred to that a couple times already if ybu have
never readthe FCC report and order on the public rule making associated with
this two hundred micro-watts per square centimeter and you want to know a little
bit about where all this comes from you can download it from the internet it's
about 100 pages and you probably only need to read about twenty of it because
some of it the deals were things that we are not interested in here. One of the of

the most important things that they said when they issued that ‘96 standard |
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want to read to you. We note that research and analysis relating to RF safety
and health is ongoing and we expect changes and recommended exposure
limits will occur in the future as knowledge increases in this field. Now you have
heard from some of those researchers tonight. Guess what's going to happen to
those standards? They are not going up. They are going to do like ionizing
radiation standards have done in past history, they are going down. Okay, so
that's the only point | want you to remember of what | said. Here is where they
came from, there not mysterious, they are at two hundred and they are going to
change. | want to quickly draw some parallels to the ionizing radiation standards
area because there are more years of development there and maybe there are
things to be learned from that history. First of all in ionizing radiation there is a
lot more international cooperation, there isn't this the Russians do that we do
this, the Chinese do something else and Western Europe does this, !CRF; brings
all of that together and civilized nations follow, ICRP. We do, the Russians do,
the Chinese do, it's all over the world. Everybody follows the international
direction. There are independent standards in ionizing radiation they are set by
EPA and then they are implemented or regulated by the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission for a broad range of nuclear applications, from medical applications
to smoke detectors to nuclear power plants, to fuel cycle facilities across the
board. You don't have that in the non-ionizing radiation area as Shirley Olinger
said the "fox in the chicken coop”. Because FCC is setting these guidelines
EPA has no staff anymore and so they are both regulating and promoting. In

ionizing radiation you have got many years and hundreds of millions of dollars of
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research on long term low level exposure. You don't have anything like that on
RF. These guys that are talking about the resuits of their research, its pittance
there is nobody sponsoring that research at any level in America today. In
ionizing radiation, what they did is they said we don't know for sure the kinetics
of how ionizing radiation harms people, and so we are going to go look for the
first indications scientifically of any influence on the human body of ionizing
radiation and that first influence is in the breakdown of chromosomes and you
can observe those clinically in the laboratory. That occurs at about 50 RIM a
measure of ionizing radiation. For workers then they set the limit ten times lower
than that, for the workers annual exposure, at five RIM that was in the early days
it has actually been decreased from that today. Today the public exposure is a
factor of 200 for nuclear power plants for the public, 200 lower than the worker
exposure. So a factor of 2,000 below the first clinically observable effect on the
human body. Think of what a different standard that is then what you have
heard from RF, two hundred micro-watts per square centimeters well above
where research our measuring melatonin decreases, other things you have
heard about today. Not necessarily bodies, not necessarily cancers, but effects
on the human body. If it was ionizing radiation the standard would be below
that. So, there is something amiss in the way our Country is approaching this
question. Ah, the other point is this concept of ALARA and remote sighting. In
ionizing radiation, let's pick nuclear power plants as an example. In the early
days in the ‘60's and ‘70’s when that industry was taken off like a rocket. People

wanted to build nuclear power plants in downtown New York, people wanted to
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build nuclear power plants on a artificial island just off L.A. Citizen's like these
citizens stood up and said “no, we don't want them there, there is too much
unknown and the Government responded affirmatively and adopted a remote
siting policy for nuclear power plants in America. The other thing they adopted
was this concept of ALARA and it's a simple concept. You do what is
economically feasible to do to reduce unnecessary exposure as low as
reasonably achievable. | am going to make a couple quick observations, | think
you are the defacto public health agency for this decision. EPA has no program,
FCC has set a guideline. If | could just read you what FCC says about itself in
this same rule making “in the past the commission has stressed repeatedly that
it is not a health and safety agency and would defer to the judgement of these
expert agencies with respect to determining appropriate levels of safe exposure
to RF energy. We continue to believe that we must place special emphasis on
the recommendations and comments of Federal Health and Safety Agencies,
because of their expertise and their responsibilities with regard to health and
safety matters. There is none, there is no public safety agency in RF, EPA’s
program died five, six years ago. All they can do is comment from the
administrator on what FCC does without any research, without any technical
staff, without any standards of their own, without any independent investigations.
They used to do the studies that you were asking for, what's the most exposed
place in the United States? | have a paper in my briefcase, | can tell you what it
was in 1980 because EPA published reports like that. They don’t do that today.

You are the public health agency, the buck stops here. Because nobody else
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has done it, FCC only has a guideline. Another observation, principals of
ALARA and remote siting can apply to non-ionizing radiation and you can apply
them. There is no statute that says that is outside of your responsibility. You
want it as low as achievable because of what you heard from your citizens and
you want it remote and Lookout Mountain isn't remote. Another observation
there is a growing body of science on long term effects and low level effects and
there will be some. You have seen harborings of them here tonight, there will be
others and you should expect further reduction and radio frequency radiation
limits, FCC has predicted it, history proves it, it has gone on across the world.
All the Western European nations have diminished their standards to below 10
micro-watts, in fact they are 20 below us now. If you don't believe the
Russian... how about the Chinese, the Chinese are 50. OQur standards will go
down. This observation is maybe Dr. Mattson practicing law without a license.
Bl_Jt, | want to offer an idea to you. The new tower's ten megawatts, you have
got ten megawatts up there already. Mr. Hislop says they are above 200
microwatts per square centimeter in some spots as we sit here tonight at 10
megawatts. That is prima-facie evidence that 20 megawatts will exceed the
standard under FCC's own rules, that requires an environmental assessment,
there hasn't been one. FCC has not followed 40CFR 1.1301 it requires an EA if
the expectation of the new construction exceeds 200 microwatts per square
centimeter you have measurements by FCC, local citizens that prove it will be
above two hundred microwatts per centimeter. You ought to tell them “take your

tower back and do what your requirements, require you to do”. So, in
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conclusion, you ought to require somebody to examine reasonable alternatives
with lower public health risks, that is you ought to apply ALARA. And because
the standards will become more stringent you should apply prudence, you
should put really big towers away from people, not in the middle of people. You
ought to deny this application until FCC meets it's owns rules and examines the
alternatives under NEPA it as it promised it would and you ought not to entertain
them bringing it back until their standards address low level long term effects of
radio frequency radiation. That concludes my remarks, if you have any
questions, | would be glad to answer them.

HOLLOWAY: Okay, alright thank you. For all intents and
purposes, it's 10:00, so we probably shouldn't start another testimony. There
was some confusion apparently we had set these dates earlier because things

have been changed. Apparently we did not set that third meeting yet, so we

will...

HOLLIDAY: May | make a suggestion.

HOLLOWAY: Ah, huh.

HOLLIDAY: | would suggest that we work with the parties to find

a mutually acceptable date, especially for the all day session, that was
contemplated when we originally negotiated this out. There are a number of
people still signed up and | don't know how much public testimony is really going
to be required but | believe in chatting informally with the representatives from

both side that, that approach is acceptable. And so within the next few days we

6186



Witness Testimony

Andy Beck



10

11

12

13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22

23

-

BECK: Okay. My name is Andy Beck. B as in boy E-C-K.

Two four letter words. | live at 324 South Park Circle on Lookout Mountain. |
——

would like to discuss...

LAWRENCE: Move the microphone up to you, Andy.
BECK: Is that better?
LAWRENCE: That's better.

Thank you. | want to discuss two issues with you

tonight, cancer and architecture. You've heard quite a bit about cancer clusters
and the incidence of cancer on Lookout Mountain but | don't know if you've ever
had the opportunity to meet somebody who contracted cancer on Lookout
Mountain. Meet me. | have had cancer twice. The first time was a minor skin
cancer. The second time was such a severe case of chronic lymphocytic
leukemia that | required nine rounds of high dose chemotherapy, seven rounds of
total body radiation and a bone marrow transplant on Friday the 13" in January
of 1995. | live in Block Group 3. | am a survivor and it's good to be alive. But
the impact of cancer is incredibly brutal. Just finding out that you have cancer is
a life changing event. | guarantee it. You see before you a short, fat, bald guy.
A dozen years ago, | was a powerful mountaineering instructor for the Colorado
Mountain Club and other organizations. Yeah, that impact of cancer is pretty
severe. Can | prove to you that | got cancer from tower emissions? No, | can't,

but here is a report about Great Britain and Australia citing cancers there. Here

is another one done here about the Hawaiian Islands, Poland, Latvia, the

U.S.S.R. still another one citing England and another one that was done in

6199



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22

23

Australia about problems that they have there. Can | prove to you that | got
cancer from tower emissions? No, | can't, but the scientist that wrote these
reports they say “yes”. ! promised | would talk about architecture. lama
licensed architect. My entire professional work is devoted to designing buildings
to fit with the environment for the National Park Service. | have studied the
design for the transmitter building. The mountain site design criteria of the
Central Mountain Community Plan speaks eloquently about blending with our
unique environment. | quote “architectural design emphasizing natural materials,
light, shadow, depth and texture and so on. With this design we are not getting
what we bargained for. This design is not one of Colorado mountain
architecture, rather it's the design of strip mails and cheap hotels. Now | realize
that to those to whom this deéign is near and dear to their hearts, them’s fighting
words! But consider this, this is a photograph of the Applewood Shopping
Center. And consider this, the Day’s Inn located at 6" and Federal. Now, look at
them all together and study that. The similarity is remarkable. Well, let's get the
adjustment here. Modern, there we go, the similarity really is remarkable. These
photographs show the same materials and details that have been proposed for
the transmitter building.. These materials and this configuration will not blend in
at all. In fact, just think about it. The whole objective for strip malls and hotels is
to draw your attention, to make their buildings visible. That's what they want.
This is really the antithesis of what the Mountain Site Design Criteria call for. We
already know that the tower itself will be taller than the tallest buildings in

downtown Denver but a close look at the drawings that we've seen will reveal
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that the building itself does not stand alone. The building coupled with it's
retaining walls will create a fagade that is almost as tall as this Jefferson County
Courthouse and the bridge structure that's attached to it will also increase the
visual effect of the size of that building. The square footage alone is roughly
between a King Soopers and a WaiMart, hardly fitting into the environment. We
have not been offered enough information to evaluate other issues such as, what
are the plans for future expansion? What about out buildings such as fuel tanks,
garages, generator buildings, storage structures and so on? What about night
lighting? Will this development be Stevinson's Automotive on the mountain?
Probably. Will there be satellite dishes, small antennas, transmission devices on
the roof or elsewhere on the site? Better than probably. Is there to be any noise
making equipment like generators? And how loud will they be? We haven't
been told. We've seen almost nothing regarding color, texture, or finish of the
materials that have been proposed. What little we've been shown, fails to meet
the standards of the Mountain Site Design Criteria of the Community Mountain
Plan. It's doubtful that anything of this mass and scale could meet the good
standards of our Community Plan. | vote against this kind of design and |
encourage you to vote against it too. Thank you for your attention. If you have

any questions | would be happy to try and answer them.

HOLLOWAY: Any questions?
LAWRENCE: No. One picture is worth a thousand words. Thanks.
HOLLOWAY: Okay, Scott?
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The second topic | promised to address is Architecturs.

I'am a licensed architect whose éntire professional work is davoted to tleslgning
bulidings to fit Into the environmant for the Naticnal Park Service.

I have studied the design for the Transmitter Builcing you sse presanted here:
VISUAL 'EXHIBIT 1 - Lee Architects "East Eisvaticn’

The MOUNTAIN SITE DESIGN CRITERIA of The Central Mountain Communlty Plan
speaks sloquently about bisnding with our unigus surroundings, "...ARCHITECTURAL
DESIGN EMPHASIZING NATURAL MATERIALS, LIGHT, SHADOW, DEPTH AND
TEXTURE..." and s0 on. With this design we ars not getling what we bargainsd for,

Thls design is not one of 'Colorada mountain architecture.” Rather, it is the architectura
of STRIP MALLS AND CHEAP MOTELS. ’

] rea'lize t}iat'to those to whom this asign is near and dear to thair heart "them’s fightin’
words." But consider these two photographs: ) :

 VISUAL EXHIBIT 2 - Applewosd shopping center |
VISUAL EXHIBIT 3 - D_ays' Inn Motel, 6th ave and Federal Bivd,

Now, please, consider these togethar. The similarizy is remarkable These photos show
the same materlals and details that have besn proposad for the Transmitter Building.

These materials and this configuration will not blend In at all. Indead, just think about
it. Motels and strip malls are deing their best to make thelr bulldings vislble, to draw
~ your attention, This is the antithesis of what the Mountain Site Design Criteria demands. -

We aiready know that the T'OWER_ itself will be TALLER THAN THE TALLEST:
BUILDINGS in downtown Denver, Blut, a close lock at tha faw plans we've ssen reveals
a building.THA'T WILL NOT BE ALONE. The retainirg walls and building will be seen as

— The square footage alone, is roughly betwsen the size of a King Soopers and Walmart,
Hardly b}ending‘ with the snvironment, - S

We have not been' offerad enough information to éva!ua:e other Issues, such as:
What are the plans for FUTURE EXPANSION?

What OUT-BUILDINGS or other structures afe praposed or may be added to the
—Somplex? e.g. fusl tanks, garages, gensrator buildings, storage structures ang soon?

NIGHT ‘LIGHTING? Wil this development be "S}{tephénéon’s-Automdt_ive-cSn-the- _

| PLAINTIFF'S
E EXHIBIT

4




mountain?” Probably.

Will there be SATELLITE DISHES, smalil antennae or transmission devices on the roof
or elsewhaere on this site? Better than probably.

Is there to be any NOISE MAKING EQUIPMENT, such as gensrators, and how loud wil
it be?

We have saen almost nothing regarding COLOR, TEXTURE OR FINISH of the materials
proposed.

What little has been shown, fails to meet the standards of the MOUNTAIN SITE DESIGN
CRITERIA of The Central Mountain Community Plan.

itis doubtful that anything at this mass and scale can meset the good standards of our
Community Plan.

I vote against this kind of design. | encourage you three to vote against it as wall,

Thank you for your attention.

- | will be happy to addrass any questions you might have for me.
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ANDY BECK - Architecture, since 1964}

rofessional Honors:
Nationsi Design for Traneportation Award, 1 §i)5

President's Award for Design Excellence. 1594

Federal Design Achievement Award, 1992
Natlonai Historic Preservation Award, 1352
Speclal Act Award, NPS, 1691
Speciai Achievement Award, NPS, 1551
Cartlileate of Excsllence, NPS, 1590
Special Achievement Award, NPS, 1930
Deasign Honor Award, NPS, 1987
— Design Honor Award, NPS, 1987
Special Achlevement Award, NPS, 1585
Director's Award, NPS, 1982

ofeesi ackqround:

—_— Architecture,
visitor canters to outhouses, NPS 1978-95
Historie Pressrvation, .
maijor hotels to small houses, NPS 1978-85
Project Supervisor,

— many construction projects, NPS 1880-83
Structural working drawings,
E.W.F. Peterson, 1976
Peackage Engineer for 1500 maldad pans, [BM, 1977
Design Assistant for fumiture shop drawings,

- Albert Wood & Five Sons, 1973 -
Fleld Representative, construction |nspacticn,
EBASCO Services, 1972 :
Contract Bld coordination, compiling & deliivery,
Sea Crast Construction, 1971

- Maintenance man, balifflelds & outhousas,
Nassau County Parks, 1870
Foreman of rebar crew,
4-Way Construction, 196869
Diteh digger, Crystal Pools, 1958

*Education:
Bachelor of Environmental Design,
Texas A&M Universtty, 1872,
Master of Architecture, University of Colorado, 1975
Licensed Architect, Colorado 8-1950, 1983,

‘£ \ding Design:

Fossii Butte Visitor Center,

- Team Captain/Project Archhect.
National Grassiands Visitor Canter, Wall, 30,
Team Captain/Project Architect, .
Polebridge Davelopment, Glacler Nationa! IPark,
Team Captain/Project Architect, -
Erble Campgroung, Buffalo Natlonal River,
Team Captain/Project Architact,
Blg Woods Deveiopment, Jean Lafitte,
Comtort Statlons, Project Architect,
Chisos Basin Fire Cache,

~=  Team Captain/Projact Architact,

‘Pressrvation, Restoration & Renovation:
Ofd Faithtul Inn Restoration, .
Team Captain, Project Architect and Project Supervisor.
Camp Georgs West Restoratlon, Golden, Coloraas,
Team Captain/Projact Architect, - )
Many Glacler Hotel, assessmant team lsader, Glacier
Rectiflad Photography, Ft, Lamed, Kansas.
" Interlor Renovation, HS4, Yellowstone.
Meaaured Drawings, Old Fafthiul inn, Yellowstons.

‘Cammunication, Pressntations & Publications:
Prasident's  Advisory Cauncil on  Historie

Proservation, talisilde snow, wasningten, .C., 1952
Intarpretive Programs, Yailowstons, 1980-84.

Sikie snows, Living History anc "The Arcntect's Tour.
Outhouse Design Clasa, Natlenal Recreation and
Parks Associatlon Annual Schecl, 1989+1,
"Architecture in Parks". Siida show and taik for the
Third Fossil Confsrence sponsored by NPS, 19682,
"The inn the Park and Other Things*, 1980-85.
Sikla showAalk presentad hundreds ¢f times woridwide,
1918 Carpenter, 1980-83, Living history tour ¢f tha
Old Farhful Inn, Yellowstona Naticnal Park, Wyoming.
Books, Magazines & Newspapers, pudlished dozens
of times about both my work ard hotbies.

‘Research, Anaiysis and Evajyation:
Master's Thesls, Two Lost Suildings, the werk of

Louis Sullivan and Frank Lioyd Wright in Colerado.
1933 Chicago Worid's Falr Exhibition & -
Lustron Homas, anaiysis and atematives.
Renearch Grant, parks, recreaticn, cpen spacs,
Great Falls, Montana, publishacl, Parks for Qur C

"Teaching:
Advanced First Ald Instructor,
American Red Cross,
Mountaineering instructor, Cclorado Mountain Club.
Guast Lecturer, many schoois, K to oost grad,
.9, University of Colorado, Cellage of Architecture.

‘Lesdership: -
Created, Captained and Coacired,
Texas A&M Wrestling Team.
Hend Resident, University graduats studant housing,
Squad Leader, Amy ROTC,
trained elaven men to be officen:.
Mountaineering Leadarship Manual Auther

*Graphles: .
Package Graphics, IBM Comoratlon,

Cotffee House Art Director, wall graphics, postars,
lighting design, adventising, cate laycut, loge.
Brochure cover, University of Colorado Housing.

‘Bhotography:
Pubilshed, Profesalonal Architectural Photographer
600 photoa salacted for univers ty siide flle.
Own and cperate a biack & whike darkroom.

"The Otherwise Andy Beck:
Cratts: sewing, weaving, woodwork, fumiture design

Athietics: wrestling, track, backpacking, fencing, skilng,
tachnical rock climbing, jujtsu, surfing, squash, lery.

‘An, Academic, Athietlc & Automotive Honors
First Place, | :
Colorado State Novice Foll Champlonship, 1976
Second Place, .
Taxas State Collegiate Wrastling Assoz,, 1972
Best-of-Show, Artfair 70
Varaity Letters, elaven awards, 1966-72
18, 2nd & 3rd Place, Intemational cempettion,
Military Vehlcle Presarvation Assaclaticn, 1589
Hlil-Matfel Award, Texas A&M University, 1972




Andy Beck. Architact. NPS/CSC, Natlonal Awards, Fame & Giory!

Professional Honors:

National Design for Transporation Avard, 1895, Pclebridge Development, Glacisr
President's Award for Design Excellsnes, 1854, Old Faithtul Inn, Yallowstone
Federal Design. Achievement Award, 1292, Old Faithfui inn, Yellowstona
National Historic Preservation Awarg, 1592, Oid Faithful Inn, Yellowstone
Special Act Award, NPS, 1891, Fessil Eutte Nationaj Monument Visitor Cantar
Special Achisvement Awarg, NPS, 1891, Fossil Butts Visitor Center
Construction Honor Award, NPS, 1887, Old Faithtul inn, Yellowstons

Design Honor Award, NPS, 1887, Fessil Butte National Monument Visiter Canter

Old Faithful Inn Restoration Project, Yellowstone National Park

Between 1980-83 Andy Beck was the Preject Architect for the restoration of the Oid
Faithful Inn in Yellowstone National Park, Wyoming. The log-construction Inn Is a 350
room hotel built in 1903, Better late than never, between 1992 and 1994, Andy's work

was recognized three times, winning the "Grand Slam® of historic preservation for his
work at Old Faithful. . :

The first distinction was the Fedaral Design Achievement Award, the highest hener
from the National Endowment for the Arts. It is.given every four years as a resuit of a
national compstition. : .

The second award was the Prasiclent’s AWard tor Deslgn Excellence. This distinction
is from the President of the United States anc is the highest hener for any fecaral project.
Only winners of the Federal D-esi_gn Achievemant Award are sligible to compete.

Third, Andy won the National Historic Preservation Award, which is the highest honor
given by the President's Advisory Council en Historic Preservation. This last award was

in commemoration of the 25th anniversary of the Historic Preservation Act of 1968, and
has been given out only twice in 25 years. .

The Federai Design Achievemant Award was bestowed at the Old Faithful Inn,  Both the
President's Award for Design Excellence and the National Historic Preservation Award
were supposed to have been presented at White Housa ceremonies. Becausge of delays
inscheduling with then-Prasident George 3ush, the Advisory Council on Mistorle
Preservation scheduled.a colorful ceremony rext door to the White House in the Treasury
Building. The Advisory Council hosted a weekend of events, including a banquet dinner.
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Usc Aves B: All portions of the propenty within the ODY: (a3 desenbed by the legal description. on Sheet |
of thus ODP) excopl Use Area A.

3. Land Use Standards

A, Permitted uses and structures

() Use Area At Receiving and broadcasting telccommunicizions aignals, including comrasrclal and
aog-comaiercial television and radio signals, and trangmitting and receiving data in
) connaction with broadeasting service: sball bo permitred within Ugo Area A, - Subjea.
u% to ths restrictions of this ODP, the following new primary structures shall be permitted
%j;“\‘,: j within Use Area A: one' guy wirc.supparied thrae-faced lattice tower to fuppant
" at telecommunications antennas, accescory tulecomumunications oquipment and other
? cquipment designed for installation on & tower structure (the “Tower”), one
. telecomniunications transmitter: buildlng - (the “Transmitter Building"), and one ‘
fdk traremission line bridgs to support the transinission lines nunning from the transmitters - |
ML in the Transmitier Building to the antennas installed on the Tower (the “Tromsmistion 4 &
) Lino Bridge™).  Nusirative locations for the Tower, the Transmitter Building and the
e Transmussion Lios Bridge are (ndicated on fiheet 2 of ts ODP. Tho actunl locations -
of these improvements may vy {3 address techwological engineering and site
construuus 50 long a5 they otherwise confutra fo all requitemenis of this ODP. In
additien to the Tower, the Transmitter Bulldiag and the Transmission Line Bridgs and
subject to ! of the restrictions of this ODP, Ihere shall he pannitied within Use Area A
 other equipment and devices that are accesnory 10 telecommunicutions. transmission
 facilities, including for exazrple, lzansformers; guy. wire anchor for the Tower,
emergency backup generators  and related \inlivexound fuel storage, cocling units,
|hrmdcming sntennas, oucrownve anisnnay, nalellits dishes, whip antennns, rectorized
J2%¢" paoel antennas, electronic news gathering squipment, and radar cquipment. Subject to
t\*. the sctback, height, coloring enginesring, radio frequency and ofher restrictions and
‘ 3(,gg.stand.\rdi of this ODP, accessory conumutications equipment and devices such as
2!

broadeasting antennas, microwave antennas, patellite dishes, whip antenoas, scciorized
panel antennss, clectronic news gathering equipment and radar cquipment may be.
installed within Use Area A on the ground, eLis) monopoles not exceeding 30 feet in
heiglt, the Tower, the Transnutter Building: nod the Transmission Ling Bridge, and-the
MG —8008950m— AU PI—A~—L I —ALO bt B 2045 bttt -foHOWIRE
paregranh :

: MMWWMFW%»DH:”»MMMM
: -Mnmw-tmmﬁﬁnmimwmm
: (ﬁWWM%MMHMWWM

IR UrOs-are-dapioied-on-Shootd~ol-thir-OD P-and-shaik-bo-permitied-in Use-hros eas

OO 3 i ol Dart 1em . £t naeT, B YO P A4S,
FIONOH—1 0o HE=-OD 1 Bt O30T OV ey eiea-lis i

Rushding:

Parking of autoroobiles and service vehigles § permitted within Use Area A In
connedtien with the operation and matnteasncs of the facilities snd ‘squipment within
this ODP '

A8 required pursuant to Section 15 o the Zonlng Resolution catcerning ODPy for

-telecommunications towers, at such Uruo wa there bave not been any snenus on the
Tower or the Tower has been abandoned for ¢ consecutive months, the Tower will be
removed within 180 days of the end of sald ¢~1nouth period ’ .

"PLAINTIFF'S
'! EXHIBIT

— JOUIRED SBIOWN 01N tirny 26 AM 3
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Nathing in this Section 2(A)(!) shall be comstrued to limit the provisioté in Section 7
requining the romoval of the "Ch 4 Tower” (as defined in Sectlon 7) located in Use
Arca A

(i) Use Ana!a! Juy wires and guy wire ancion for the Tower, along with utility transmiasion linea,

hall be permitted within Use Ares B, MWugrutive locations for the guy wires and guy
{re anchory for the Tower are indicated on Sheet 2 of this ODP, Tha actual Jocatisns
of the guy wires and guy wire anchors may vary to address technological, angineering
and aite constrainta 86 long as they otherwise: conform to the requirsments of this ODP.

‘ Jefteo Pianning & Zoning o o Qoos.
1711780 9:22: PAOF  £/13  RightFAX - oo

B

Except a1 otherwise permitted by Section 3(0) of this ODP, no buildings, structures, .

other improvemeass, facilities, devices or ouipment ;ay be constructed or instalisd
within Use Area B, and Use Area B shall be left primanly in It wndisturbed narural
- condition. as a buffer between Une Arca A and adjaceet propetties.

— B. Tower uulvguy wire The Tower shall be located in Use Ares A and mbsck» a minimum of: 150 feét from

C. -.nuﬂr.llng sethacks

D. Tower size

E. Building, helght -

F. Equiproent location
- and devices inwtalled on the propeny shall be hnstailed within Use Area A in compliance

HIHIRED /Mo a1/1199 130 AN

LR

s

anchor sctbacla

BRA 'l haieli rialan
. The Tower shal-not d-oheighb-oiit30-leat-ab

westarn boundary of Use Area A, 150 feet frot the southenst comer of Use Area A, and
130 feet from the northwest comer of 1se Area:A. ‘Bach guy wire anchor for the Tower

- shall be setback a minimuin of 50 feet from any adjacent property boundary, except the
_intermiedinte anchor for the guy wire exiandiny from the southwest comer of the Tower

nhadl be get back a nunimum of 30 feet from any adjacent. property. boundary.

The Transmitter Building ehail he located in Use Arca A and setback a minimum aft $0
fect from the weatern boundary of Use Area A 50 feet from the southem baundary of

" Usc Areu A, muf 50 feet from the nonhiwest corner of e Area A,

er-ten-toved (g measured to
ths top of !he-»ppmeﬂ«pnjm-ohhe—?omm U hicheit antenna) shall oot
R&isdag smorogmae belght ol 848 et abovs flshed grods and n po rvent shall
sysssdthe boight of he top olths hiphest enfenny or-otomoquinmert-atiashed-to-it Qp)
the “Ch, 4 Tawee: (a3 dafined balow) Eech face of the Tower shall got exceed a width

of 12 feet measured herizontally betwesn the cerders of it outside.vertical supporu..

Staall platforms and pedestals used for servicing the Tower und mourting equipmery
pennitted punuant 1o tuis ODP may exrend fiam the face of the Tower, A siarmount
ohall bs permitted to be locared on top of and sxend horizontally from the fuces of the
Tawer to support ansennes and other telscanvaunications cquipment ‘perreitted pursuant
to.this ODP. ‘The starmownt may eonlist of up o three -arms, with each such orm
extending horizontally fromn a face of the tower no more than 30 feet, measused o the
outermost projection ef the startacurt or any equiprnens attached to it. The Tower and Us
various structural composents, including the stangiount, are Wustratively depicted on
Sheet 3 of this ODP, Subject lo the restrictions slited abova in this paragraph’ and all
ather restrictions of this ODP, the Tower as conatructed may vary fram such lustrative

deplction.

The “Tranasnitter Building aball not cxcead a height of 3B feet meosured vertically from
the average clevation cf the fintshed grade of the Transminter Bullding fo the highest
noint of the roof purface 1€ a flat roof: or 13 the duck ting if @ mansard roaf or to the mean
height benwaen eaves aad ridge if a gable, hip cr gambrel roof,

Except as expressly provided in Section 5(J) below, new telecommunications .équipmenl

with nl restrictions of this ODP.

All cquipment and deviees iitalled n Use Aren A and not within the Transminter

" DBuilding shall, in additian 1o complying with all cther provistons. of this QD3 comply

with the following restrictions. No whin nntenuan installed on the Transmitter Building oe
Hho-erbsiing--Chanasis ¥—building eball extosd more than 15 feet above the
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highest polat of (hie roof of the Bumding-evrawhi ph-tis-inatalt 4 Tansmiter Ruilding. Neo

. Inlaowave anleane sectonized pane! artenna ne other similar or dist-like device instalied
on the Transmuner Building eﬁmmdng-mmnoli—oeome&baudiﬂg ahai! extend
nore than 12 feet avove the highest voint of the roof of the buitdimg-er whiahi-ia
instalied Trunginitter Building. Grouad-mounted and monopole-mounted dishes and
ther telecormmunications aevices ahall be setbark- 8 minimum of 50' feat from the
western boundary of Use Area A, No qucrowave antennn, seciorized pane: antenna or
other gimilar or dish-like device installed on the Mansmission Line Bridge shal) extend
more than-L$ feer above the top surface of the Trannmission Line Bridge.

Heavy equipmonl, machinery and vercles, construction trallars, temporary sanitaion
- facilities, materials and equipment stormge, and other temporary uses accestory Lo the
.constryction and remaval of large telecommunication lowers and assoclaled trapsmitter
buildings shall be permined on any ares of the property during construction, naintenance

. and repalr of the Tower and Transmitter Building or the removal of any towrer or other

Improvement located on the property.  In adcltion, temporary telecommunication
frangmission antennas may be operated on the property as necessary to satiafy any

. emergency broadcasting system requircments or o fulfl'a broadeaster's FCC Heensing

R, Parking

— L Building Nloor u‘m

chligatiors. The use of any temporary tramimission antenna shall be subject to the
restrictions of this ODP pertaining to non-lenizing electromaguetic radiation Any
temporary structure or device permintcd by this-parmgraph shall be removed from e
propenty within 30 days after the need fur the siryctre of device ceases.

The existing towven faeilities to be renoved pumuant 1o Section 7 shall be permutted
temporary structures wuil the deadlines for their renoval pursuant to Section !,

A minimym of 6 automoblle parking gp.aén shall bie provided within Use Arca A for the
usem of the Travsmitter Building, : . ’

area (whether roofed or unroofed) uced to enclose emergency

{; | uckup generators. . The arca of the foamrinr of the Transmitter Bulilding shall not exceed

AR 0,000 squase feet, excluding any atached ApAnaLexsssding 2,020 aquaza fact

'ea (whether roofed or wreofed) used to onclese Gmorgency backup generators,

J. Egiting ineitiviesin’ Tha term “Bxisting-Devioe:-meani-uny-tsiosorrmunicationdovies-onotherpiessof Ll

; (o ) g ) .
Ure-trreald- telasommunications accessory to-aislesommy 8 building located
— : withs

HLOTIYY- TRIONN 011N 9 20 AM .

Ao

losiel]

Hhin-Uee-ArcoB-et-the-time-of-the-smrovel Lumcdlitsly 10 the northeast af the *Ch 8
Inm"_ﬂmw“ of this DDP.—:IM-(WM-WW .

Diding-toweror-othorimprovement-te-ond (We .o Building'). () tha thyee-faced
uﬁwummwimnnwmwmm
-apprevel-ef-this-OD R~

. that.ia located Wm«a’%ow

eaa

3%«06“&«%&*99?:&%%%%
MMM 6] m". n;mn'u mg Qn 2 ﬂmul 'ng (the -Ch 3 }m;
ewsabe pdar cncoued by Channe) 3, KUSH-TV S

) he Transmitter Building ehall net exceed 32,250 aquare feet in tolal floor area, 3
jibxcluding any attic space, outdoor baiconied nreas, and any attached prea oo i
200 i

Wilh respoct 1n Fuiotieg-iewons-and-Blsting-Suehues ' dlitigs, Uvs

Scction 3(J) shall supercede the provistons of the Zoning Resolution governiing non-
conforming huildings, stryctires and usss, ‘Hothing in this Section 3(T) shall limit the
effect of Section 7 of this QDP conceming the removal of certain gther exising towers

{gilltlsy located within Use Arca B or 1he raatrictions of this ODP concerning
nermigtible levels of nonsionizing electronaymotic eadiativn, [

5
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Lxcept as provided below and-in-Sectonsads - DR Bragtingd> o deting

—Erasting o
4;4m«um4n;wmmm may be mavvaioed and used within Use Area B even
{though'such Brussting-Dovioo-orEw

v 2 n 4 a1
yNE-SRbEReN- deos Dgilities do not corform (o the
provigsions of this QDP  If an-Bui Qng-Bovioe e - al
. I . 15} for a penod of 180 doys or more, Sireh-Bidoting
’ Hovice mmm sl be removed from Use AreaBelle anBristing

Sty BARGOM M-S a-periog-af A B githin 180 dayy
GMWMUMM Wmm
davpenied Ongethe £h.9 Radur 'ac Uisaburue bign romoved from Use Ares B vuthia
B0~ oM tir et 00-0L 3o E0-day~pon. i V00-0r-an
BMMMWMMMB 83 provided above, it {izy may not
be replaced within Use Areg B. : .

Ne-Emiming-Sirvemre-s hall TheCh Y nm,gmw bs expanded or enlarged;
- ) - provided, however, that the weight.bearing cipacity and wird-loading capscity of an

welglu-bearing copacity angd wind-loading capasity.

Aﬂﬁ‘ 3. Qh- : O Yladeti # Q:‘w:‘"_‘ 2 ngH: r:gg n‘l n: nn:: mw‘
oflba may be serviced, maintained, _teniaced and repalred t0 preserve H—su-pood
DONHE, P AA—A N T IO HAG-D ot 4t P SE0-MMOre-00Mmpden-0ystam
{tiola-Baictin Dauls e sumla ddalea hoaust Y d

iohiF y-te-rum Pouabrovs ® Yi-and

L A Lod il t)
tham in goex canditian and repair,

7y -Bristng-Souohtre-thaiis MLMIL&M “amaged or destroyed by
fire, flood, wWind carthquake, snow, ice, othor calamity or vandallem, théy nuy be
restored and the same we of avelrBidsiing-Stetyre gy reaumed, provided thar such
restormtlon I8 started within a period of | year from the date of damage and is diligawly
pumued to caunpletion ‘Lo no event will this pareiFaph or any other provision of this
Sectlon 3(J) be constried (o exempt OQwner or iny uger of the property from the
requirements of Secting 7 concerning the retnoval of certain QUL exisling towoss
Lagilitics. :

4, Déaign Standards

Ai BullMng design Tbe Transnultter Building shall ba recemsed intethe fullside to help wunimize its vigyal
. impact, Nalww natertals (e.g, stone or wood) Wsed on the exterior of the Transmitter
) Bullding shall be left their naruryt color, provided ttat wood used oo the extaior of the
Transmitrer Butlding may be painted muyted eath tones. Other exterior materials and
finishes of ths Tmnsmitter Building shall be muted sarth 1ones . In clor.  Utiliy
connections to the Transmitter Building ahall be inutalled underground, unjess otherwise
required by the utility provider oy their function. The Trasmission Line Bridge shalf be -
patated muted cartlh tones to help irdiend into itg swroundings. :

. B. Equipment caloriffiiAntennas and ofher telecommunications devices ncated Bbove cr on the rocftop of a.
. . tubuilding or atructure shall ba screened. constricted or colored to match tha butiding or

[ﬁﬂa;onunonly seen  Antennas and other telecommunisations devices niounted on the sidc of »“1»«\'
#80f inunediaely sdjacent 1o a uilding or ntructure thall be painted to match the color of
the buildlug or struenure, Ground-mounzed or moncpolo-maunted antennas and other

devices shalt be painted to match the back ground. aaiest which ey are mesy cornmonly
kren, . . ’

UPUINYD SR oV i1su0 s spap ) 6
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C. Tower marking o Pumsuant 10 47 C.F R §17.23 promulguted by the Federal Communicarions Commistion g
and Lighting (the "FCC"), the Tower shall be marked and lighted to the extent and in the maner m
reconunended by the Federal Aviation Admintitration in its determination of "na hazard” ‘,,,.

. for the vacr.mmmmmmuamummwmw
: WMMWW&MZWW
' thseelicable federal regulanons, . -

D. Landacaping ‘The existing vegetation will uct be reinoved “xcept as required for sonstruction of the
Tower, Transmitter Bullding, access drive, parking and ns neceasary 1o reducs wildfire
— . hazard All areas disturbed by grading. excepl for cuts into oompetent bedrock, shall be
) revegelated with low growlng Matlve prastel within 12 months after the. substantal
completion of construction activitles. - IJso Asea A will be landscaped-and revegetated In

'8 Manowr conforming 1o the landscapo plan submitted in conjunction with thls ODP .-

- E. FRencing Qace completed 'the Tramsautter Building ths Tower, the Transmisslon Line Brdge and
C ) . e Tower's guy wire anchars shall be enclosed within fenced areas, Fencing shall not
- exceed 8 feet in height unless othenv.ce required by the FCC._Any Lauging sholl bz

R Y. : B
- R. Securlty ¥ghing .- Seeurity lighting may be used to illuminate e areq around the base of the Tower and Uic
B : HTransmiiter Building, . Suah All exterigr lightsig ] ng.on.the
i QUYL shall be downcast and shall nat cost glore on'adjacent properties or roadways.
Lights mounted on the Transminer fullding shall' be mounted no highiz tan the
Travsmitter Building. No pole used to suppart lighiing equipment shall exceed 18 feet in

— helpht, :

G. Signage The following types of signs shall he prrmitied to e erected or tnstalled on Uie property;
(1) sigrs not requising a permit voder the Zonlng Resolution; (2) signs requirning & permit
whieh are permitted tn all zone districts Pursuwt to the Zoning Resolution; (3) wanung
and identification sigs required or reconuninded pursuant 10 local, state or federal
regulations; (4) signs (each of which shall not oxeeed 4 square feet in surface erca) used
to notify the public that na respassing is permitied on the properTy and o ware: i public
that may be encountered on the propetty, and (5) a sign identifying Owner and
the uddress of the property. Except s provides sbove, na signs shalt be pemmittad to be
erecied or stalled on the property.  Bxcept m required by taw,: nosign shull be gelf
illuminated.- Withow Limiting the foregoing no commercial or advertising signs may de
erecled on the propenty, . )

H. Sound attenuation  Sound einanating from the propenty wilj comply with the applicable noise standards of
Seetlon 12.1, Pant I1, of the Land Develepment Reguletion and C.R.S. 25-12:103, or any
replacomnent or revised version of such standanty,

S, Radio Frequency lrsues

A. Interference - The' members of Ownsr and any lessos of telnconmunication space on .the Tower shall
) obtain all pormits, licces and agprovals required by the FCC soncerming frequency

inturference, and shall comply with al) FCC, “state and local regulations patelning to

testing prevention, and resolution of Intarference problems.  Before operation

cornmences on the Tower, Owner will establish an mgineering comunittes 1o addreys any

inturference probloms.. Owner will ealst the expertise of a professional engineering

sarvice to help in deterwnining and sliminating interforence the engliering cotnnintes is

unsbie to resolve. ‘ o ) . ’

= B. Health ) A niew gource of non-lontzing slecromagaetic radinsion (“NIBR") or inqrease in NIER
: from an axisting source on the property, when combined with existing sources of NIBER,

HOMIRTD JRUONN 41710489 3¢ bt o ]



ANDY BECK - Architecture, since 1964!

*Professional Honors: *Communication, Presentations & Publications:

Natlonal Design for Transportation Award, 1995
President's Award for Design Exceilence, 1594
Federal Design Achievement Award, 1992
National Historic Preservation Award, 1992
Special Act Award, NPS, 1991

Special Achievement Award, NPS, 1991
Certificate of Exceilence, NPS, 1990

Special Achievement Award, NPS, 1990

Design Honor Award, NPS, 1987

Design Honor Award, NPS, 1987

Special Achievement Award, NPS, 1985
Director’s Award, NPS, 1982 '

*Professional Background:

Architecture,

visitor centers to outhouses, NPS 1978-95

Historic Preservation, .

maior hotels to small houses, NPS 1978-85

Project Supervisor,

many construction projects, NPS 1980-83

Structural working drawings,

E.W.F. Peterson, 1976

Package Engineer for 1500 moided parts, I1BM, 1977
Design Assistant for fumiture shop drawings,

Albert Wood & Five Sons, 1973

Field Representative, construction inspection,
EBASCO Services, 1972 '
Contract Bid coordination, compiling & delivery,

Sea Crest Construction, 1971 ‘

Maintenance man, ballflelds & outhouses,

Nassau County Parks, 1970

Foreman of rebar crew,

4-Way Construction, 1968-69

Ditch digger, Crystai Pools, 1968

*Education:

Bachelor of Environmental Design,

Texas A&M University, 1972.

Master of Architecture, University of Colorado, 1976
Licensed Architect, Colorado B-1950, 1983.

*Building Design:

Fossil Butte Visitor Center,

Team Captain/Project Architect.

Natlonal Grassiands Visitor Center, Wall, SD,
Team Captain/Project Architect. .
Polebridge Development, Glacier National Park,
Team Captain/Project Architect.

Erbie Campground, Buffalo National River,
Team Captain/Project Architect.

Blg Woods Development, Jean Lafitte,
Comfort Stations, Project Architect.

Chisos Basin Fire Cache,

Team Captain/Project Architect.

*preservation, Restoration & Renovation:

0Old Faithful Inn Restoration,

Team Captain, Project Architect and Project Supervisor.
Camp George West Restoratlon, Goiden, Colorado,
Team Captain/Project Architect.

Many Glacier Hotel, assessment team leader, Glacier
Rectified Photography, Ft. Lamed, Kansas.

interior Renovation, HS-4, Ysliowstone.

Measured Drawings, Old Faithful Inn, Yellowstone.

*Graphics:

President’s Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, talk/slide show, Washington, D.C., 1992
Interpretive Programs, Yellowstone, 1980-84.

Slide shows, Living History and "The Architect's Tour".
Outhouse Design Class, National Recreation and
Parks Association Annual School, 1989-91.
=Architecture in Parks”, Siide show and taik for the
Third Fossil Conference sponsored by NPS, 1992.
“The Inn the Park and Other Things”, 1980-35.
Slide shownalk presented hundreds of times worldwide.
1916 Carpenter, 1980-83. Living history tour of the
Old Faithful Inn, Yellowstone Nationai Park, Wyoming.
Books, Magazines & Newspapers, published dozens
of times about both my work and hobbies.

*Research, Anaiysis and Evaluation:

Master's Thesis, Two Lost Buildings, the work of
Louis Sullivan and Frank Lioyd Wright in Colorado.
1933 Chicago Worid’s Fair Exhibition &

Lustron Homes, analysis and altematives.
Research Grant, parks, recreation, open space,
Great Falls, Montana, published, Parks for Our City.

“Teaching:

Advanced First Aid Instructor,

American Red Cross.

Mountaineering Instructor, Colorado Mountain Club.
Guest Lecturer, many schools, K to post grad.

e.g., University of Colorado, College ot Architecture.

*Leadership:

Created, Captained and Coached,

Texas A&M Wrestling Team. _
Head Resident, University graduate student housing.
Squad Leader, Amy ROTC,

trained eleven men to be officers. _
Mountaineering Leadership Manuai Author

Package Graphics, IBM Corporation.

Coffee House Art Director, wall graphics, posters,
lighting design, advertising, cafe layout, logo.
Brochure cover, University of Colorado Housing.

*Photography:

Published, Protessional Architectural Photographer
600 photos selected for university slide file.
Own and operate a black & white daricroom.

*The Otherwise Andy Beck:

Crafts: sewing, weaving, woodwork, fumiture design
Athletics: wrestling, track, backpacking, fencing, skiing,
technical rock climbing, jujitsu, sufing, squash, riflery.

*Art, Academic, Athletic & Automotive Honors

First Place,

Colorado State Novice Foil Championship, 1976
Second Place,

Texas State Collegiate Wrestling Assoc., 1972
Best-of-Show, Artfair 70

Varsity Letters, eleven awards, 1966-72

1st, 2nd & 3rd Place, intemational competition,
Military Vehicle Preservation Association, 1989
Hill-Matfel Award, Texas A&M University, 1972



Andy Beck, Architect, NPS/DSC, National Awards, Fame & Glory!

Professional Honors:
National Design for Transportation Award, 1995, Polebridge Development, Glacier
President’'s Award for Design Excellence, 1994, Old Faithful Inn, Yellowstone
Federal Design Achievement Award, 1992, Old Faithful Inn, Yellowstone
National Historic Preservation Award, 1992, Old Faithful Inn, Yeilowstone
Special Act Award, NPS, 1991, Fossil Butte National Monument Visitor Center
Special Achievement Award, NPS, 1991, Fossil Butte Visitor Center
Construction Honor Award, NPS, 1987, Old Faithful Inn, Yellowstone
Design Honor Award, NPS, 1987, Fossil Butte National Monument Visitor Center

Old Faithful Inn Restoration Project, Yellowstone National Park

Between 1980-83 Andy Beck was the Project Architect for the restoration of the Old
Faithful Inn in Yellowstone National Park, Wyoming. The log-construction Inn is a 350
room hotel built in 1903. Better late than never, between 1992 and 1994, Andy’s work
was recognized three times, winning the “Grand Slam" of historic preservation for his
work at Old Faithful.

The first distinction was the Federal Design Achievement Award, the highest honor
from the National Endowment for the Arts. It is given every four years as a result of a
national competition.

The second award was the President’s Award for Design Excellence. This distinction
is from the President of the United States and is the highest honor for any federal project.
Only winners of the Federal Design Achievement Award are eligible to compete.

Third, Andy won the National Historic Preservation Award, which is the highest honor
given by the President’s Advisory Council on Historic Preservation. This last award was
in commemoration of the 25th anniversary of the Historic Preservation Act of 1966, and
has been given out only twice in 25 years.

The Federal Design Achievement Award was bestowed at the Old Faithful Inn. Both the
President’s Award for Design Excellence and the National Historic Preservation Award
were supposed to have been presented at White House ceremonies. Because of delays
in scheduling with then-President George Bush, the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation scheduled a colorful ceremony next door to the White House in the Treasury
Building. The Advisory Council hosted a weekend of events, including a banquet dinner.



The National Endowment for the Arts held out for a White House ceremony with President
Bill Clinton. Finaily, in 1994, Andy received an invitation to the White House. Andy Beck
shared these three honors with DSC architects Paul Newman and Tom Busch.

In the world of preservation, this is like winning the World Series, the NBA championship
and the Superbowl, all in one year! Or maybe it's like winning Wimbleton, the World Cup
and the Indy.500. Even before these awards, news of this project had been published
in regional newspapers and in nationally distributed books. The story of this preservation
work has been presented over 100 times in meetings and conferences throughout the
United States and in 15 foreign countries. Since sweeping the presidential design
awards, the Old Faithful Inn Restoration Project has been featured in national
publications, newspapers, books and magazines dozens of times.

Poiebridge Development, Glacier National Park

Most recently the Polebridge Development in Glacier National Park won the National
Design for Transportation Award. This distinction is a joint tribute from the Department
of Transportation and the National Endowment for the Arts. The Polebridge development
consists of an entrance station and five maintenance buildings. Andy’s work resulted in
one of only 24 awards in a competition with hundreds of entries. Some of the entries
included billion dollar projects such as Denver International Airport. The award brings
great honor to both Andy and the Denver Service Center.

Fossil Butte National Monument Visitor Center

Farther south in Wyoming is the Fossil Butte National Monument Visitor Center. Andy
Beck designed the visitor center for this small intimate park near Kemmerer. The building
has been open since June 1990 when the dedication was held. The entire Wyoming
congressional delegation came from Washington. Most of the state government showed
up, too. The visitor center was selected as "Capital for a Day" and as a "Wyoming
Centennial Project". The design has gained national attention by winning two NPS design
awards and was published in the March 1991 issue of Landscape Architecture magazine.

B-17 & B-47 Crash Sites, Yellowstone National Park

Other work in Yellowstone by Andy Beck that has gamered national attention was his
research into Air Force bomber crash sites in the park. In a book by journalist Ross
Simpson, The Fires of '88, Simpson devotes an entire chapter to the B-17 and B-47
sites. This book is still available in the park and surrounding region. A shorter version
of that chapter appeared in a regional aviation weekly.




ANDY BECK - Architecture, since 1964!

*Professional Honors:

National Design for Transportation Award, 1995

- President's Award for Design Excellence, 1994
Federal Design Achievement Award, 1992
Nationai Historic Preservation Award, 1992
Special Act Award, NPS, 1891

- Special Achievement Award, NPS, 1991

Caertiticate of Excsllence, NPS, 1980

Special Achievement Award, NPS, 1990

Design Honor Award, NPS, 1987

Design Honor Award, NPS, 1987

Special Achievement Award, NPS, 1985

Director’'s Award, NPS, 1982 '

M'Professlonal Background:
Architecture,

visitor canters to outhouses, NPS 1978-95
Historic Preservation, .
major hotels to smail houses, NPS 1978-95
Project Supervisor,
many construction projects, NPS 1980-83
- Structural working drawings,
E.W.F. Petarson, 1976
Package Engineer for 1500 moided parts, IBM, 1977
Design Assistant for fumiture shop drawings,
Albert Wood & Five Sons, 1973
Fleild Representative, construction inspection,
EBASCO Servicss, 1972 :
Contract Bid coordination, compiling & delivery,
Sea Crest Construction, 1971 ‘
Maintenance man, balitieids & outhouses,
Nassau County Parks, 1970
Foreman of rebar crew,
4-Way Construction, 1968-69
Ditch digger, Crystal Pools, 1968

~Educatlion:
Bachelor of Environmental Design,
Texas A&M University, 1972.
Master of Architecture, University of Colorado, 1976
Licensed Architect, Colorado B-1950, 1983.

Building Design:
Fossil Butte Visitor Center,

Team Captain/Project Architect.
National Grasslands Visitor Center, Wall, SO,
Team Captain/Project Architect.
- Polebridge Development, Glacier National Park,
Team Captain/Project Architect.
Erbie Campground, Buffalo National River,
Team Captain/Project Architect.
Blg Woods Deveiopment, Jean Lafitte,
Comfort Stations, Project Architect
Chisos Basin Fire Cache,
Team Captain/Project Architect.

*Preservation, Restoration & Renovatlon:
Olid Faithful Inn Restoration,

- Team Captain, Project Architect and Project Supervisor.
Camp George West Restoration, Golden, Colorado,
Team Captain/Project Architect.
Many Glacier Hotel, assessment team leader, Glacier
Rectitied Photography, Ft. Lamed, Kansas.
Interior Renovation, HS-4, Yellowstone.

Measured Drawings, Old Faithful Inn, Yellowstone.

*Communication, Presentations & Publications:
President's Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, taik/sliide show, Washington, D.C., 1992
Interpretive Programs, Yellowstone, 1980-84.

Slide shows, Living History and "The Architect's Tour".
Outhouse Design Class, Nationai Recreation and
Parks Association Annual School, 1989-91.
“Architecture in Parks”, Slide show and talk for the
Third Fossil Conferance sponsored by NPS, 1992.
"The Inn the Park and Other Thingas*”, 1980-95.
Slide show/talk presented hundreds of times worldwids.
1916 Carpenter, 1980-83. Living history tour of the
Old Faithful Inn, Yellowstone National Park, Wyoming.
Books, Magazines & Newspapers, published dozens
of timas about both my work and hobbies.

*Research, Analysis and Evaluation:
Master's Thesis, Two Lost Bunldings, the work of

Louis Sullivan and Frank Lioyd Wright in Colorado.
1933 Chicago World'’s Fair Exhibition &

Lustron Homes, analysis and altematives.
Research Grant, parks, racreation, open space,
Great Falls, Montana, published, Parks for Our City.

‘Teaching:
Advanced First Ald Instructor,
American Red Cross.
Mountaineering Instructor, Colorado Mountain Club.
Guest Lecturer, many schools, K to post grad.
e.g., University of Colorado, College of Architecture.

*Leadership:
Created, Captained and COached

Texas A&M Wrastling Team.

Head Resident, University graduate student housing.
Squad Leader, Amy ROTC,

trained eleven men to be officers.

Mountaineering Leadership Manual Author

*Graphics:
Package Graphics, IBM Corporation.

Coffes House Art Director, wall graphics, posters,
lighting design, advertising, cafe layout, logo.
Brochure cover, University of Colorado Housing.

*Photography:
Published, Professionatl Architectural Photographer
600 photos selected for university slide file.
Own and operate a black & white darkroom.

*The Otherwise Andy Beck:

Crafts: sawing, weaving, woodwork, fumiture design
Athletics: wrestling, track, backpacking, fencing, skiing,
technical rock climbing, jujitsu, surfing, squash, riflery.

*Art, Academic, Athietic & Automotive Honors
First Place,
Colorado State Novice Foil Championship, 1976
Second Place,
Texas State Collegiate Wrestling Assoc., 1972
- Best-of-Show, Artfair 70
Varsity Letters, eleven awards, 1966-72
184, 2nd & 3rd Place, intemational competition,
Military Vehicle Preservation Association, 1989
Hill-Maffei Award, Texas A&M University, 1972




Andy Beck, Architect. NPS/DSC, National Awards, Fame & Glory!

Professional Honors:
National Design for Transportation Award, 1995, Polebridge Development, Glacier
President's Award for Design Excellence, 1994, Old Faithful Inn, Yellowstone
Federal Design Achievement Award, 1992, Old Faithful Inn, Yellowstone
National Historic Preservation Award, 1992, Old Faithful inn, Yellowstone
Special Act Award, NPS, 1991, Fossil Butte National Monument Visitor Center
Special Achievement Award, NPS, 1991, Fossil Butte Visitor Center
Construction Honor Award, NPS, 1987, Old Faithful Inn, Yellowstone
Design Honor Award, NPS, 1987, Fossil Butte National Monument Visitor Center

Old Faithful Inn Restoration Project, Yellowstone National Park

Between 1980-83 Andy Beck was the Project Architect for the restoration of the Old
Faithful Inn in Yellowstone National Park, Wyoming. The log-construction Inn is a 350
room hotel built in 1903. Better late than never, between 1992 and 1984, Andy’s work
was recognized three times, winning the "Grand Slam" of historic preservation for his
work at Old Faithful. :

The first distinction was the Federal Design Achievement Award, the highest honor
from the National Endowment for the Arts. It is given every four years as a result of a
national competition.

The second award was the President’s Award for Design Excellence. This distinction
is from the President of the United States and is the highest honor for any federal project.
Only winners of the Federal Design Achievement Award are eligible to compete.

- Third, Andy won the National Historic Preservation Award, which is the highest honor
given by the President’s Advisory Council on Historic Preservation. This last award was
in commemoration of the 25th anniversary of the Historic Preservation Act of 1966, and
has been given out only twice in 25 years.

The Federal Design Achievement Award was bestowed at the Old Faithful Inn. Both the
President’'s Award for Design Excellence and the National Historic Preservation Award
were supposed to have been presented at White House ceremonies. Because of delays
in scheduling with then-President George Bush, the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation scheduled a colorful ceremony next door to the White House in the Treasury
Building. The Advisory Council hosted a weekend of events, including a banquet dinner.



The National Endowment for the Arts held out for a White House ceremony with President
Bill Clinton. Finally, in 1894, Andy received an invitation to the White House. Andy Beck
shared these three honors with DSC architects Paul Newman and Tom Busch.

In the world of preservation, this is like winning the World Series, the NBA championship
and the Superbowl, all in one year! Or maybe it's like winning Wimbleton, the World Cup
and the Indy.500. Even before these awards, news of this project had been published
in regional newspapers and in nationally distributed books. The story of this preservation
work has been presented over 100 times in meetings and conferences throughout the
United States and in 15 foreign countries. Since sweeping the presidential design
awards, the Old Faithful Inn Restoration Project has been featured in national
publications, newspapers, books and magazines dozens of times.

Polebridge Development, Glacier National Park

Most recently the Polebridge Development in Glacier National Park won the National
Design for Transpaortation Award. This distinction is a joint tribute from the Department
of Transportation and the National Endowment for the Arts. The Polebridge development
consists of an entrance station and five maintenance buildings. Andy’s work resulted in
one of only 24 awards in a competition with hundreds of entries. Some of the entries
included billion dollar projects such as Denver International Airport. The award brings
great honor to both Andy and the Denver Service Center.

Fossil _Butte National Monument Visitor Center

Farther south in Wyoming is the Fossil Butte National Monument Visitor Center. Andy
Beck designed the visitor center for this small intimate park near Kemmerer. The building
has been open since June 198C when the dedication was held. The entire Wyoming
congressional delegation came from Washington. Most of the state government showed
up, too. The visitor center was selected as "Capital for a Day" and as a "Wyoming
Centennial Project”. The design has gained national attention by winning two NPS design
awards and was published in the March 1991 issue of Landscape Architecture magazine.

B-17 & B-47 Crash Sites, Yellowstone National Park

Other work in Yellowstone by Andy Beck that has garnered national attention was his
research into Air Force bomber crash sites in the park. In a book by journalist Ross
Simpson, The Fires of '88, Simpson devotes an entire chapter to the B-17 and B-47
sites. This book is still available in the park and surrounding region. A shorter version
of that chapter appeared in a regional aviation weekly.
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Business Park and we were told the only way that we could avoid having any
kind of interference was to wrap the building in construction with copper wire
mesh. I'm concerned about that. I'm concerned about health problems. I'm
concerned about people in our congregation that are talking of selling their
homes and moving. And | just wanted to express my concern for that tonight.
Thank you.

HOLLOWAY: Thank you. And Brad Ross Shannon, we already got.
Okay. We are at the end of our list. Is there anyone that wishes to testify that
was not on this list? Oh, Margot? How come...you were on this list, how come |
passed you up? I'm sorry.

m Thank you. My name is Margot Zellan and | live on
Lookout Mountain. I'm here to testify tonight in two capacities. First as
chairperson of Plan Jeffco and second as a 28 year resident of Lookout
Mountain. For the record, Plan Jeffco launched the County's award winning
Open Space Program in 1972. And it's continued to be the citizen watch dog
group for the protection of the County’s visual resources. Plan Jeffco reflects the
views of tens of thousands of County voters who overwhelmingly voted to
preserve our scenic vistas in 1972 and of the 71% of voters who supported the .
1998 SOS bond issue. At the ballot box and in public opinion surveys, Jeffco
citizens consistently tell us that they want the unique land forms which define the
character of our County to be preserved. The mountain backdrop is without
doubt the area which defines our community. It is truly unique. You as County

Commissioners and every county commissioner in the 28 years that | have lived

6277
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range look towards the mountain backdrop for beauty and a sense of place. And
that is...that this is a resource the people hold precious and the County’s goal is
to maintain the backdrop as a valuable asset for present and future generations.
Finally, the Open Space Master Plan approved by the County Commissioners in
1992 describes the effort that Jeffco is making to assure that the high scenic
features of the foothills are protected from development and that scenic
preservation of the foothills backdrop are the focus of the mountain backdrop
effort. It even lists first of six significant preservation areas in the County.
Contrast these statements from Jefferson County documents with the applicant’s
proposed 40 foot high building, the size of a several story Wal-Mart with it's 20
foot high retaining walls which will rise as high as the rotunda of this building, to
be constructed on the ridge of our backdrop. These massive structures, planned
for the ridge top and the face of Lookout Mountain are the antitheses of the type

of visual experience Jeffco residents want to wake up to every day. It will

‘permanently deface our most valued land form. | know that you do not want to

be permanently associated with this proposed defacement of our treasured
landmark. The sensitive development described in the mountain backdrop
project is the essence of the Cou}\ty Commissioner approved Central Mountain
Community Plan, which is to guide this zoning process. The proposed massive
structures are clearly inconsistent with the plan's direction to avoid locating
structures so that they are the dominant silhouette on the ridge line. This
insensitive development proposal is an insult to all of those working to preserve

the scenic beauty of our backdrop, to those who labored to draft the community

6279
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Front Range Mountain Backdrop Project
A caopurutive sffort of Bowldor, Doiglae, :F’ Paro, Jafforson and Larimer Countics

+ For immediate release -- October 15, 1966

First phase cc»mpleted in Front
Range Mountain Backdrop Project

Many tools are available to ensure that the Front Range Mountain Backdrop will be as
beautiful for future generations as it is today. That is the conclusion teached by the Front Range
Mountain Backdrop Project, an unprecedented cooperative endeavor of the five cou;idcs that line
the Colorado Front Range. '

For the last year. scores of citizens have been meeting with county commissioners,
planning staffs. landowners, private companies. federal and state agencies and various business
people from south of Pikes Peak to the Wyoming border. They have been talking about ways (o .
safeguard the majestic views of the Front Renge Mountain Backdrop. ‘

The project 1s a totally voluntary planning pmnershib among Boulder, Douglas, El Paso.
Jefferson and Larimer Counties. It was initiated out of concern for the scanic views that are
enjoyed on a daily basis by two-thirds of the state’s population.

Through a planning grant from Great Outdoors Colorado and contributions from each
county, a consulting tcam has been facilitating the collection and analysis of large volumes of
“information. The information comes from input at public meetings, visual analyses of the scenic
views and geographic information systems data, including land charscteristics, natural resources,
vegetation, wetiands and minerals. One of the first steps was t¢ develop common data bases and
terminology and to create computerized maps that illustrare all the combined informadon, '

The primary goal of the first phase of the pmjeét was to identify critical lands. Particular

- more -

700 Jeffsrson County Parkway Suite 100 Coldan, Colorado, 80401  (303) 2715028

PAGE
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attention was paid to:

e Scenic properdes along shared county borders

e Those most visible to the most peaple

«  Those with wetlands or other habitat critical to wildlife

o Key wildlife migration patterns and .

s Propenies under pressure of cevelopment.

Through sharing information at public meetings, sucveys. comparisons with current master
plans, land inventories, other resource information and detailed-data analysis, cach county is
identifying key areas.

In general, the mountain backdrop can be defined as the castern foothills of the Rocky
Mountains wherc the plains rise to meet the mountains and where the ecosystems and land-use
patterns of the plains and foothills merge. It is the most visible landmark that greets visitors from
the east and is a symbal of Colorado's natural beauty.

Between 1970 and 1990, the population of the five coumies'increued 86 peccent and is
pro;ected to continue to grow rapidly. This will place additional pressures on the steep slopes,
increasing the risks of wildfires. disturbing wildlife, putting a strain on infrastrugtire and
datracting from the views,

Emphasis in the five-county project is placed on respecting private property rights and
working in partnership, not only with the other counties but also with other public and private
agencies and individual landownars.

With the key aress identified, the next step will be to strengthen current pantnerships, seck
additional parmers and also to apply for grant funding. '

Among the Lools that have been identified are: - ,

« Conservation easements, which are permanent voluntary restrictions that Jimit

development to certain areas of 2 propen'y

o Limited development rights where landowners retain pert of their property for

development ,

¢ Cluster development, which aliows development in one area of a property while

permanently restricting development in the other portions

o Long-term leases where property is kept in agricultural use for a specified number of

years, If the landowner decides to ssll at the end of that period, the leasing agency
gets the fiest right of refusal, .

= Nore -
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Purchases at less than market price that cnable interested landowners to use the
amount less than matket price as a charitable contribution for income tax purposes
Annuities for landowners to sell to nonprofit agencies, putting the money in an annuity
for a lifetime income ‘

Life estates

Tax free cxchanges

Land trades

Encouraging agricultural uses (o remain in agriculture

Meetings with landowners to understand their hopes and needs for their properties
Reclaiming and restoring lands previously disturbed

Sensitive siting of development and mineral extraction areas

Fee simplie land pun:hlse from willing seilers.

The results of the data collection and analysis in the first phase of the mountain backdrop

project is to be reviewed by ths Boards of County Commissioners. The multi-ycar prq]cﬂ isa

valuable vehicle for sharing planning efforts, long range visions, inter-county anduvors and other

efforts of regional significance.

For more information, call:

Margaret McKinney, Boulder County, (303) 441.3399

Kate Haften, Douglas County (303) 660-7428
Adrienne Frucci, El Paso County (719) $20-6497

Kathryn Heider, Jefferson County (303) 271-8512

Donna Han, Larimer County (970)-498-7012 . -

-30-

22



E 97/22/1593 B83:47 1 CITY MTN VIZAS PAGE
[ )

" FRONT RANGE MOUNTAIN BACKDROP STUDY

?

-

a1



§ @7/22/1999 ©9:23 1 CITY MTN VIEWS PAGE 81
]
- |
ACQUISITIONS USING ALL REVENUES
Yoar | OSAC | Value County
PRIORITY AREA Entity Closed |Number| Acresi Used Share
Bear Creek Canyon :
Mountain-Air, Lair O os 1987  74-34 316.8 1,100,000 1,100,000
YMCA 08 1997 87-17 156.2 89,900 89,600
Bear Creek os. 1992 87-68 " 1401.0 3005503 3908803
Bagweil 08 1993 88101 20 22,500 33,500
Grgss Masonry 0Ss 1983  82.134 -1.7 -3,000 3,000
Wright:Bear Creek OS  1991/1992 89-68 728 181,482 181,452
Braun, Laic 0§ 1001 89-041 28 33 500 23,800
Jersin 0§ 1993 91-033 18.0 17,600 )
Bear Creek Total 1969.3 5338045 5310045
Clear Creek Canyon
BLM S 1905 92-0968 240.0 0
Goltra .08 1995  04-085 766.4 2,874,143 2,874,143
Flynn . MV 1806 95.068 177.2 595 000 595,000
Mt Vemon MV 1096 96.055  160.0 0
BLM oS 1997  93-88 44.0 100 100
Goltra - 08 1997  95.083 80.0 850,000 850,000
Bear Creek Development OS 1907 92.94 180.0 748,832 7{@.832
Bear Creek Development  OS 1998 92-94 2881 1,273,483 1,273,463
Bear Creek Developmenl QS 1999 02-94 150.9 735,000 735,000
Bear Creek Development  OS 1999 9294  1048.0 3,720,000 3,720,000
Clear Creek ,‘.l_'otal 31326 10,594,338 10,504,338
Mtn Backdrop North
Ranson/Edwards i
Guarier Circte 0§ GRS G438 080 EARORSE T FARTRNE
Stevens " 0s 1690 82-034 835 828,000 626,000
White Ranch
White oS 1874 74-14 3002.0 2.017,200 857,814
Crawford Guich Land V 08 1876  75-45 7.9 8,720 8,720
Pearce Access os 1876  75.47 33 2,548 2,549
Ramsletter Access oS 1693  93.104 1.0 0 0
Coors oS lease 75-46 26.7 0 0
Galden Fmaenies s 1995  04-011 568.5 1,819,104 1,819,104
Golden Prop Ease QS 1995  94.011 110.5 0 Q
mgg_lgﬂeﬂq“l'-".;_‘o'penli_qq. oS 19968  84.011 450.8 1,442,538 1,442,538
""""" SEG Properties oS 1665""82.693 8752 2,500,000 2,500,000 B¢
n Dev o8 1994 91-108 1855 849,355 649,355 5 ,
oS 1997 96-23 50.0 0 0 {
Seaver, easement = 1999 97.020 547.5 0 0 a <
S —
{ Min Backdrop North Total ") 66213 11,544,482 10,385,076
7111199 Page 1
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ACQUISITIONS USING ALL REVENUES
Year | OSAC Vaius Count
PRIORITY AREA Entity  Closed !Number Acres Used Shlr:
Mtn Backdrop Central
Apex Park
Ape.x Proper oS 1974 73.8 400.6 720,000 300,000
Heritage Square os lease 75.34 5.0 [ 0
Good il oS 1876 . 76-22 81.1 90,502 90,592
Paradise Hills | o] 1976 75-48 8.7 22800 22,600
Paradise Hills os 1982 82.22 26.5 52,000 52,000
Vickers os 1878 77.31 2.8 7,570 0
Weiler 68 1083 81-31 2.5 8,375 8,375
Paolitte os 1988  88.29 -0.3 0 0
Cabrini Shrine o8 1993 89.71 0.8 2,500 2,500
Koch . oS 1995 93-56 3.1 116,625 116,825
Bachman os 1996  83.003 75.2 400,000 400,000
Chishoim™ o)) 1005 "95.028 7.5 0 0
Clear Creok Mouth
Terry oS 1997 8312 13.9 0 0
C Mitchell oS 1986  96-001 38 $5.000 55,000
€ Mitchell s 1986  92-102 415 185,550 155,850
F. Mitcheli 08 1096 94.083 0.2 65,000 85,000
Hutfstutier os 1696 94.033 1.9 21,000 21,000
J Mitchetl oS 1996  94-084 1.9 17,000 17.000
L Mitchell os 1097 94.85 0.5 50,000 50,000
Hantmeister 0s 1997  92.101 8.0 85,000 85,000
Hogback =~~~
Neison Os 1973 737 68.9 160,659 154,021
Rooney os 1975  73.9 85.8 208,000 85,7681
Matthews, Sin M-W Pk os 1977 73-10 10.0
Winters, $ in M-W Park oS 1678  73-13 23.1
Chestnut os 1883  73.12 30.0 120,760 108,760
Tincup-Rooney Landfill os 1977 76-5 72.0 184,250 137,043
Bachman os 1983  81-14 6.4 17,000 17.000
Parfet oS 1982  81-15 119.0 $62,920 $62,820
Southwest Devel os 1982 81-18 45.7 157,182 157,182
Ocean Majestic os 1982 81-28 50.1 356,359 356,359
Bear Creek Dev/Hogbaet OS 1983 81-17 0.8 104,770 104,770
Lakewood Brick o] 1983  82-7 37.§ 83,400 93,400
Denver Brick & Pipe oS 1983  82-7 133.1 550,100 549,380
Bandimere irade o8 1994 86-019 17.7 0 0
“Schlickman os 1895 " 93.088 2.5 34,000 34,000
denkins T os 1996 92-123 20 29,000 29.000
‘Matthews Winters
Matihews oS 1977 73-10 347.0 680,550 410,550
Winters os 1976 73-13 487.8 1,208,208 510.810
Bear Creek Dov/Mt Vern os 1883  82.2 289.7 880,000 858,000
isarn/Matihews-Win oS 1994  89-8 -0.2 -800 -800
7111108 - Page 2
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ACQUISITIONS USING ALL REVENUES
Year | OSAC | i Value County
PRIORITY AREA Entity _Closed [Numberi Acresi Used Share
Mt Faicon Park
Mt Falcon Assoc [=X] 1974 73. 14900 1,851,000 1,300,000
Barth Foundation os 75-39 2.1 0 0
Foliz ™ "™ o8 19817737 0.3 2,600 2.800
Gaber oS 1977  76-20 0.1 450 450
Hodges Access os 75-40 1.6 2,427 2427
ndon 0s 1977  75-42 a7 39,000 35,000
Sco os 75-41 2.3 10,000 10,000
Mt Giennon "
Jenkins South Qs 1981  80-51 24.8 83,319 83,310
Jenkins North OS 1981  81-27 29.8 78,6857 84,177
Bear Creek Dev Mt Glen  0OS 1981  80-54 22,8 §5,000 §5,000
A Paliaors [k 1981 73.4 2357 731,308 731,308
G Pallagre "~ [of3 1889 80-53 50 20,000 26,000
Zletz 1] 1982 80-52 16.9 50,000 50,000
C-470 Mt Glennon oS 1988 87-26 -5.4 -100,100 -100,100
C-470 Mt Giennon ROW . 08 1088 87-38 1.6 0 0
Ellis 0S 1999  97-021 3.7 40,000 40,000
Windy Saddie
Browne os 1981  80.32 321.7 325.000 150,000
Bunzel/Meyer o1 1984  80-33 136.2 387,808 367,605
Ramsiefter oS 1992 91-108 3660 178,000 176,000
Nature Center o8 19787743 1100 0 0
P N, R —
( Mtn Backdrop Central Total ) 53328 10,821,798 8 576,884
S e
‘Min Backdrop South
Deer Creek
SLB Lease/Deer Creek oS lease  91-122 160.0 0 0
DTC Deer Creek [e}] 1992  89-85 1721.2 5,400,000 5 400,000
Martin Marietia 08 1992 61-120 0.8 () )
TCD North oS 1992  92-75 0.8 0 0
TCO North [e1] 1993 8p.85 0.4 0 0
L TCONonR 0%....1998 8131 0.8 ° 2
Hogback
Bethel College KC 1092  980-10 57.2 85,000 85,000
Ry KE 1994 §2-138 119.2 360,000 300,000
“Staifors 08 ioees  e3AEYT ST 638,240 | 638,240
South Vallay
Lockheed Martin [0} 1997  95.034 895.0 3,000,000 8,000,000
" Colrad” 0S... 81 95040 140 290160 . .200.]80
%
[ _Mtn Backdrop South Total ) 3084,2 14,701,400 14,701,400
¥‘ j
- TM1I9 Page 3
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ACQUISITIONS USING ALL REVENUES
Year | OSAC ! | Value County
PRIORITY AREA Entity - Closed {Number! Acns! Used Share
N Table Mtn -
Coors ) 0S 1993  88-51 220.4 575,000 575,000
Ramstetter 0S 1998  04-008 2737 2328248 2 328,248
Clark [} 1998  93-127 §7.3 85,000 85,000
Argentine Mine o] 1990  04-009 808.5 8085000 8085000
N Table Mtn Total 1458.9 11,051,246 11,051,248
S Table Mtn .
Bunger oS 1977 73-5 81.0 273,000 273,000
SERI oS lease 82-6 80.0 0 0
3y 0s 1995 04048 0.3 0
Gaer GO 1995  04-018 28 25,000 18,000
Mauer GO 1998  94.019 4.7 41,500 31,500
Cemp George West and PV 1999 04-021 0 0
USA/DOE/NREL oS 1989 : 04.096 | 208.78 358000 358,000
A "l 109864800 44 ades
(.S Tabie Min Total \ 377.5 897,500 877,500
\______—I
North Mountain
Asel os 1981 8046 127.8 189,500 0
Goltra oS 1999 99.018  2809.0 18 843,500 18,843,500
..Hayes Angeli o] 1999  99.021 4208 2500000 2,500,000
{ North Mountain Total) 3458.1 21,503,000 21,343,500
Central Mountain
Alderfer
Alderfer Addition oS 1986  84-10 95.9 645 000 645,000
Alderfer Original 0S 1977 74.43 185.0 462,500 400,000
Wyant, 2 Sisters oS 1978  77-30 54.7 82,142 82142
State Land Board/Aldef  OS 1989  88.12¢  440.0 2,200 2,200
Elk Meadow Park
Elk Meadow 08 1977 74-39 1140.0 3,208,080 3 184,780
Elk Meadow os 1986  74.9 128.6 515,872 315,072
To Evergreen Care Cir oS 1989 88-14 <14 97,548 -97,546
Noble Meadow/MALT [o)] 1994  94-010 297.3 1,400,000 1,400,000
Ebed o} 1995  95.060 345 0
Eberl o oS 1995  98.079 51.8 0
Schroeder oS 1998  96.081 17.8 157,800 187,500
Hiwan Homestead Museum
Hiwan Homestead Mus oS 1374  73-18 30 178,250 178,250
Historical Soc Trade oS 1990 90-40 0.3 0 0
... Historical Soc Easemnt os 1993 93.87 0.0 0 0
People Path ]
Hiwan Ricga " os 1903 83.118 1.1 9
Pann 4
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